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PBOGRESS REPORT 


I am reporting to all the members of ;our European group of specialists in landing 
reports the following s ' . : .it Tj'.. : * . -V 

1) A new catalogue of Type-1 UFO ..reports-is being"built by" trie.R-T:":T ' : i ; 

It ‘will expand , ari"d refine the previous 200-case catalogue published by CUFOS j ■ 

in 1976 and in my 1978 book "OVNISs El Fenomeno ■ Aterrizaje" (UF0 , ss The;Lan- r 

• ding Phenomenon)All cases known--are being'reinvestigated and revaluated | 

' * 'iiY'the'process some 2D % of the cases are being separated • from the 'census as ; 
’negative 1 (explained) events 0 A list of those cases is avaiable from me at . • 
request. , \ , * j.hR; R R : [ •• 

2) A 'typical summary* has been defined? it is a stable structure .for reporting 

close encounters cases-, so that all interesting details are within the -abs - ; ; 

tract in a common-format manner. It attempts to standardize and _ to make ea-i-i. ; 

sier the information exchange between experts. Such kind of technicalyfabs - l j 

' tract is here below, : • -v ; ! 

3) A codebook (l) has been prepared, as wel a j codification form ,.(2^i to, enter 

coded data. Some 53 parameters are included. New definitions and quantita - ’ • 

tive assessments for indices of information quality, strangeness, reliabi - 
lity and certitude have been developed (3)» ; Ail items (1-2-3) are qlso 
avaiable from me at your request. • . ?■ . _ ■. ’■ 

4) Computer processing of on index to the catalogue is under way. 

Such index simply includes time and spatial.data for every case, classifica¬ 
tion. and certitude index. Up to now, only 50 cases have been processed . (tho¬ 
se which match the UFO definition - for those cases a technical summary has 
already been written and they'have been coded as well), 

5')' Some 250 additional cases are being considered also. The whole working pro¬ 
ject is exp.ected to have finished by 1983/84:. Then, the whole databook-will 
be computerized for analysis. It .is guessed that, at least, a matrix of 
300x53 data (about 16.000 data) will be fceded into computer. It will, allow 
that landing research may Teach much more accuracy and depth." I hope to sha¬ 
re all this will my fellow researchers, 

6) Subcatalogues of negative cases and f lone bizarre creature* (beings without 
any association with UFOs-not catalogued) are prepared• 

MODEL SUMMARY 

CASE HEADING s day of the week, day, month, year (time), location 

(province country) ... : . : •' .. •• ... 

NAME- of. the witnesses, AGE of them,. PROFESSION, INTERPERSONAL RELATIONSHIP when 
more than 2 witnesses (family, professional or non-existent, for example), 

ACTIVITY when the sighting took place (at work, on travel, entertainment, etc...), 
exact PLACE of the sighting, ENVIRONMENT (local topography), SIGHTING (descrip¬ 
tion of how the UFO was sighted), DISTANCE of the phenomenon, APPEARANCE (how the 
phenomenon/object looked like, shape), structural DETAILS, COLOUR, LUMINOSITY, 
real or apparent DIMENSIONS, SOUNDS, MANOEUVRES performed by the UFO (movements 
and flight features), PHYSICAL PHENOMENA associated to the UFO (light beams, 
odors etc...), EFFECTS related to the observation (mechanical, electromagnetic, 
physiological, psychical, animal reaction,;:etc...■)* FLIGHT DIRECTIONS (appearance 
and disappearance), DURATION of sighting, NUMBER OF OCCUPANTS (beings associated), 
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; DESCRIPTIONS of 1 occupants (form, height, equipment, etc..), DISTANCE of beings 
to,witnesses, /.BEHAVIOUR of entities, DURATION of beings' sighting, SOUNDS of 
,’entities') TRACES (of UFO and/or occupants), SHAPE, SIZE, NUMBER (of traces), 
WHEAT HER. : „ ... 

(INFORMATION SOURCE.) 

Finally, I'd like to mention that all my Type-1 work concentrates on cases ha¬ 
ving occured in Spain and Portugal (the,Iberian peninsula). 

Best regards. 

* Vicente Ouan Balloster Olmos -.Guardia Civil 9,D-16, Valencia 20, Spain. 
GTE-EWT refs V080 870731. 



TYPE 1 s I am personally unhappy about the derivation of any definition which re- 
r lies on the; witness estimates of altitude or distance (notoriously nac - 
curate). That is why Peter Warrington and X redtfined n Close Encounter’ 1 
in our book UFOs; A British Viewpoint on the basis of associated effect 
rather than alleged proximity, I would prefer that Type T cases be res - 
tricted to.those events which do have some specific interaction between 
phenomenon and witness/ or environment. Also I feel that cases involving 
photographic or,radar evidence (plus visual observation) should be consi¬ 
dered as Type I in this sense. Consequently, I decline to attempt to de - 
fine Type -1, as such, or CE / . I really do not envisage a reasonable 
■ .: ’means of determining a cut-off point between CE / and other data. But, 

I arm willing to listen to majority opinion; on this one. 

Type 1 would thus be., in* my view, synonymous (almost) with-close encounters 
"An observation Involving some form of claimed interaction between the phenomenon 
and the witness or the phenomenon and the environment (including cases of alle - 
ged landing); or instances where the phenomenon interacts with measuring or de - 
tection equipment of some form (eg. photographic or radar equipment)." 

CE It Simply a revised form of the standard definition including the words $ 

"with tho'inclusion of“interactive effects of a transient nature only 
observable by witnesses to the phenomenon allegedly responsible. 

CE 2s *-.As before but with the addition of s 
i ; "with the inclusion of interactive effects; of a durable nature which are 

available for subsequent analysis by non-witnesses to the alleged stimulus" 

As for sub-classes within the two categories I would suggest that the same could be 
said to gpply to both With the prefix of the word "temporary" or "durable" (I think 
-durable is preferable to permanant) vizs 

Psychological effects . (this would include thing£ : such as "psychic"and 

"auras of silence")' : 

Physiological effects .. 

>Environmental effects (physical traces) 

"Animal disturbance 

Mechanical effects (eg to watches, car"engines, radio etc..„ it need 

not be exclusively EM effects and the term pre - 
-■I - r .. .. supposes an explanation anyway) 

Radar recording (.1 include this as radar interaction may be tern- 

v ; * : ’ per ary or may be recorded on, tape) 







simple task 


In ad ni t J° ri 1 !f? Uid SU " est that CE 2 ui0uld have two other possible sub-classes 
viz^s Photographic records and Artifacts (things allegedly left by a UFO) 

Both must be considered as durable • 

I have not attempted to define each category as this would be a 
in view of the specific area each one covers* 

CE 3 and CE 4. Personally I do something probably nobody else done. .1 distinguish 
between CE3 and CE4 on the basis of none-contact and contact, since this has pro¬ 
ven to ba the basic:.division in cases involving ontitios it seems to make sense 
to usg this as the basis for distinguishing between these two 1 types of CE case. 

Uizs CE3 would be cases involving entities and, C£4 would be cases where some 
form of interaction occurs between entityLiind witness (this could be verbal con- 
tact ob by gesture, or an'abduction or whatever).,As this r ls somewhat-controver¬ 
sial I have not gone to the trouble of trying to specifically define the two groups 
u-t I would ask you to think about the point of calling a CE4 only an abduction. 
What is the root difference between an abduction (or a teleportation or a contact 
with reality.distortion) and a case where an entity appears in a witness’s car 
for example)? I suggest there is a case for the root distinction tie.; the'deriva- 
Uon of the difference between CE3 and CE4) to be on the basis of interaction be¬ 
tween entity and witness (as I have suggested). At least the system is then con - 
sistent. '' 


Personal'/, I do not use the HUM'C AT method-gf dividing CE3 reports. This is because 
when one thinks about it, all it is really doing is splitting into .arbitrary groups 
(li<e black cars, white cars, red cars and so on)... rather than as it should be 
into meaningful difference (eg. cars, buses, lorries, fire engines and so on). I 
feel the must sensible way to divide CE3 cases is by behaviour of the entity. I 
hove not thought out a proper system yet, but at present I use the following (which 
I present as a basis for discussion)? • • i;.V: ' ' 


entities who simply observe or fly-by 
those who take samples from the environment 
those using equipment' or repairing equipment 
those who ask questions or perform examinations 
those who impart messages 

those who are agressive in some way, even if in defense 
So far as the CE4 (or Contact'cases) go I have a different way of differentiating? 
TYPE A Simple direct contact between entity and witness 

TYPE 0 Visionary contacts (eg. bedroom visitors) - where, the contact does not fol¬ 
low a straightforward UFO encounter (as in type A) ~ 

TYPE 0 Cases of abduction or voyages on board a UFO - 

TYPE D Cases of ^Psychic” contact (eg. by automatic writing) or not by visual or 
verbal means. 


:a) Observers 

b) Samplers 

c) Technicians 
a) Examiners 

e) Messengers 

f) Agressors 


You will note that there is a major discrepancy 1 here. Some of my categories in the 
CE3 section involve implied contact. This is because in working on my new book I 
have decided not to use the CE1, CE2 (etc) categories. Whilst these are still use- 
full as a shorthand ..communication of data they are not that valuable to me in the 
research I am doing at present, for reason I will explain in a moment. I am not 
presenting the above points as homogeneous system to be adopted.'Merely pointing 
out my ideas (which change all the time) for discussion amongst the EWT-GTE. 

At the moment I use a matrix system for classifying reports. This I"do because any 
single case contains parameters in several of the whole classification schemes. 

A CE3, for example, might not just be a CE3. It might include a car-stop (possible 
CE2 event) and transient effect on the witness ( a CEl). The use of a matrix over- 
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—comes this (but. I. would not suggest 3 matrix for our purposss because it is cum¬ 
bersome and would not facilitate shorthand transfer.of data - which is what we are 
after) But that is why there is some overlap above-. It is easier for me to include 
•all types of entity (even those involved in contacts) in one list. In my matrix 
I do not use CE3 and CE4 so the problem never actually arises. 

All I would say is that for our purpose if we use CE1, CE2 (etc) then wo should 
agree a set of code suffixes for the various effects. I use PSI (psychological or 
psychic)| PH (physiological )5 TR (traces); AN (animal )5 ART (artifact) and EM (me¬ 
chanical), We may need others. If a photo or radar tracing is involved ore there 
is a landing I add a bracketed letter at the end viz (t) Landing; (F) Film? 
(p)Photograph j (R) radar. I might suggest that an underlining of the code letters 
could be used to indicate that the effect was ''durable**. 

In summation a pontact where,entities in a UFO and confronted a witness? whose 
car engine then stopped, got out and passed on a message about nuclear war? para¬ 
lysing him as they did so? before taking off again, but being photographed as they 
did so, could be encapsulated as a CE4 A (e) EM, PH (b) (P_) 

Maybe we can find a way of simplyfying... I don't know ! (At least it conveys more 
data than just CE3 or- CE4) Iri a catalogue the conveying of information is vital. 

To progress. I would seriously suggest that we agree some method of recording the 
”Investigation level”. This is again a system I worked out in coopearation with 
Bernard Delair, for BRITISH VIEWPOINT. It could be modified. What it does is pro¬ 
vide an instant visual check on the depth of investigation. We could make it an 
EWT agreement that any "Prime" (see below) must reach at least level E. There are 
five .^Levels in the scheme. I Currently use uizs 

LEVEL E lowest level,’simply an account which, is third-hand (eg. a press cutting 
or _an account in a book)'-for which no known investigation exists. 

LEVEL D an account of a sighting written by._the witness, but which for some reason 
no follow up "investigation has ever b'eerr- possible. 

LEVEL C rudimentary investigation.only (ie, the witness'has filled out a report 

form of some kind but has never'bean interviewed or tRe case followed up). 
LEVEL B where ah investigation has token place and a report written, but not "on 
site" (ie. the witness may be interviewed at his -hpme ify the sighting did 
not take place there) or a report on events without investigation. 

LEVEL A, .the best -investigation has been conducted, on site, and with a full report 
on,the events ,and investigation has been written 

An evaluator would of cours.e use his discretion. If I felt an Investigator was not 
up to standard and he produced what purported to be 0 level A Investigation I would 
personally only regard it as level E ' 

,Finallly, I would like to take up Maurizio Verge's comment about the kind of account. 
I believe there are four stages which follow on from what Is the Initial stimulus 
(what I call -the UFO EVENT... ie what was actually present and lead to the sighting, 
account, and report)* 

'SIGHTING "The perception by a witness of the stimulus responsible for the UFO event" 
(This takes into account all the perceptual, psychological and sociolo¬ 
gical factors which might be at work prior to and during the observation) 

ACCOUNT "The description given by the witness, either in verbal or written form, 
after his UFO sighting and to a second party" 

' (°thor sociological factors will be at work, and factor such as memory) 

REPORT r "The written case study of a specific UFO sighting made by an investi- 
. gator after collaboration with the witness". 
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I think these terms ought to be strictly defined within ufology since the various 
stages are important and make researchers aware of the many problem involved. 

In addition, in line with Maurizio Vcrga's suggestion that we have a catalogue of 
"selected reports" which have.been sifted to include only gbod, unidentified data, 

I would propose a new term "PRIME” for these.. The word seems appropriate as we will 
•be using this material as the essence of our research. 

PRIME "A report which has been evaluated and which both investigator and 
evaluator consider to be none-identifiable in terms of mispercep- 
tiontor conscious fabrication”. . 

I think, for now, that is about all I have:to say-on'the subject and I lock for¬ 
ward to hearing what others have to say in this mutual 1 field of interest.- I hope 
very much we can agree some sensible system that will’ be a major step forward on 
the road towards beginning our joint research . . ;U : i 

Benny Randles, July 29 1981 : A : A A A 4 

* Benny Randles - 8 liihitethroat Walk. Birchwood, Manchester WA3 6PQ. England 
GTE-EWT refs BRS 810729 'V ; " • ■ x ■' 


, A CONCISE LIS I OE CE3 ITiUM CASES 


In my work on Italian casuistry of Type 1 sightings, I have collected some 65 cases 
where entities were more or less directly associated to the reported UFO phenomenon 
(class A,B,C and part of 0, .according to HUMCAT classification, as a few cases from 
G), Before inserting these cases in the general,catalogue of Type 1 sighting for 
Italy (ITACAT), I have already accomplished a first selection, but the below 65 CE3 
contain still some doubtful or explainable events. Selected high strangeness and 
well investigated reports are very few, about 20, though among them tere are still 
some that need a new very careful examination. So, don't consider these reports as 
really genuine ones. 

To supply a certain number of data on the cases, a very simple code will be used. 


T Physical traces Eax 

P Physical effects on tho witness Ebx 

EM Presumed electromagnetic effect Ecx 

An ^resumed effect on animal Edx 

V Effect on vegetation D 

A. abduction case PH 


entity report (A) with number of beings 

entity report (B) with number of beings 

entity report (C) with number of beings 

entity report (D) with number of beings 

doubtful case 
probable hoax 
insufficient data 


I he province follows the location. All cases are drawn from ITAGAT. 


DATE 

HOUR 

LOCATION 


DATA 

470814 

0915 

Raveo (Udine) 

. Eb2: 

P D 

480403 

0635 

* Fara>di Cigno (Campobasso) 

Ebl 

P 

500424 

2230 

* Abbiate Gyazzone (Varese), ”>' ■ 

Eb3 

T P 

510814 

1300 

Voghenza (Ferrara) 

/: Eb6 

T D 

5Q//52 

morn 

Cellino Attanasio (Teramo) • 

Eal 

I 

520725 

0300 

* S.Pietro a Vico (Lucca) , \ 

’ - Eal: 

P V' 

521116 

0930 

Casteifranco Emilia (Modena) 

;A- Ea3 

An 

5406 

1430 

0 Torro de Picenardi (Cremona) ; ; . ... 

.A- 'A A Eb2 

T ;D An 

541014 

2000 

Ferrara 

Eb3 

I 

541015 

1900 

Cues so al Monte (Varese): : 

A" : : ^Ea1 

T D 

5410,16 

nigh 

Isle of Capri (Napoli) : - 7; 

■V - : : Ec4 

D I 









541021 


Melito (Napoli) 

•• 

Ebl 

I An 

541025 

0600 

Castiglione-della Pascala (Grosseto) 


Ebl 

I 

541025 

1700 

^Colcerasa di Cingoli (Macerota) 


Eb3 

P An 

541029 

1425 

Palagonia (Catania) 


Eal 

I 

541101 

morn 

Ponte Dese (Venezia) 


Ec 

I 

541101 

0630 

*Cenmina (Arezzo) 


Ec2 

T 

541101 

1530 

: Hodigliana (Fprli) 


Eal 

I 

541111 

: 1945 

Isola : di OrtonoVo (La Spezia) 


Eb3 

P I 

541116 

: 2300 

•’ Catania 


Eal 

I 

541204 

nigh 

Casella di Nogara (Verona) 


: Ea1 

P I 

541211 

morn 

Predale (Reggio Emilia) 


Eal 

T I 

541230 

0730 

°Clusone (Bergamo) 


Ea2 


5710' : 

2000 

.S*Michel Extra (Verona) 


Eal 


571109 

0900 

Giaveno (Torino.) 


Eb2 

T'I;An 

620409 

2300 

Pozzetto (Torino) 


Eb2 

I. 

621209 

2230 

Bologna 


Eb2 

PH 

621218 

0220 

Milano 


Eb2 

P I 

630114 

2330 

S« Pietro Vernotico (Brindisi) 


Ea2 

I An 

63 

0200 

Parma 


Ea4 

PH 

6408 


*Portogruaro (Venezia) 


Eal 


. 660713 

0220 

*Fornacette (Pisa) 

- 

Ec2 

T EM P 

670405 

22000 

San Cataldo (Caltanisetta) 


Eb3 

0 

680106 

nigh 

Hilano 


Eb2 

I 

680703 

0030 

Orlando hill (Pescara) 


Ebl 

An PH 

690319 

- 0135 

Caltanisetta 


Eb2 

PH P 

721126 

morn 

near the river Po (Cremona) : 


Ec5 

T D 

731116 

nigh 

Istrana Air Force Base (Treviso) 


Ec2 

T I 

740302 

2110 

=■ Sassari 


Ec 7 

T D 

740416 

0050 

*5* Maria al Tempio (Alessandria) 


Ea3 

T P V 

741110 

1830 

Cagliari 


Ea5 

D 

750217 

0230 

*Avigliana- (Torinp) 


Eel 

T 

750919 

2100 

Fregene (Roma) 


Ebl2 T EM PH 

760903 

0100 . 

0 Ravenna ;: 


Eel 


770506 

0010 

0 Rag us a . 


Eal 

T V 

770831 

0030 

*Sturno (Avellino) 


Edl 

T 

7709 

2230 

Caserta 


Ec 

I 

771006 

2200 

°Fiesole (Firenze) 


Ec2 

T? 

780315' 

10030 

.’Gissrlis (Udine); 


Ebl 

P D 

780425 

* 1430 

°Viliamare di Sapri (Salerm'o) 


Ebl 


780522 

2145 

*Tavarnuzze (Firenze) 


Ec2 

An 

780704 

' 2230 

Mount Sona (Catania) 


Ec6 

D 

. 780917 

2100 

*Torrita di Siena (Siena) 


Eb2 

T EM 

780918 

1530 

*S.Giorgio di Nogaro (Udine) 


Ebl 

T P Am 

780921 

1945 i 

*Cosenza ; s 


Ec5 

A EM I 

781007 


San .Cataldo (Caltanisetta) 


Ea 

D. 

781114 

0600 

0 Colle del Castello (L*Aquila) 

A 

Ea2 

T 

781:124; 

1200 

*Gallio (Vicenza) 

* 

Eb2 : 

T P 

781206 

2345 

*Torriglia ( G enova) 


Edl 

A T P EM 

781209 

>2300 

Milanere (Torriglia) 


Ed 

P D 

781215 

1215 

Catania 


Eb2 

PH 

781215. 

2400.: 

*Licodia Eub.ea (Catania) 


Ec2 

T P EM 

781227 

2345 

D Torriglia (Genova) 


A 

790103, 

0015 , 

Chiesanuova di Mirabello (Ferrara) 


Edl 


790113 

1630 

*16 km from viterbo 


Eel 

EM 

790118 

2330 

Lusiana (Vicenza) 


Eb5 , 

A EM I 






° ca ®f havin 9 a possible explanation in conventional or psychological terms 
ujb invostigated high strangeness selected reports* 

* naurizio Vergo - Via Platteotti, 69. 22072. Germenate (Co) Italia. ! 

GTE-EWT refs MVA 810903. 


PHESENTA. TION D * UHE CLASS1PICATION ■ HUMCA T. 


II s’agit ici d’un caraotere alphabetique. : ! ; ; :• V.'- ; 

La classification de base est cells definie par Ted Bloecher (dans 1973-Year of the 
Humanoids , par Daub Webb. CURDS 1976, p,25 S , Closeencounter at Kelly and others'of 
19bb, par Isabel Davis et Ted Bloecher. CUFOS 1978, p* 196 pour.les codes A-a F. 
Close encounters of the third kind par Ted Bloecher, dans Fate Magazine vol.31 n °1 
p.34, 3an. 1978.J pour la totality des codes.A a G). 

La presente classification a cependant ete remanibe par- 3ean-Luc Rivera et Alain 
Barnard * . 

A. "L’entitb est observee a 1’intbrieur de l’objet seulement (c’est le veritable 

occupant), a travers des portes, des hublots, des fenetres, un dome transpa¬ 
rent. L 1 association est explicits". 

B, "L’entite est observee rentrant et/ou sortant d’un objet. L’association est 

encore explicits". ' ' »• " : * 


C. "L’entite. est vue dans 1’entourage immediat d'un objet mais non'entrant dedans 

ou le quittant. L’association est implicite", 

Hcus considerons^qu'il faut entendre par "entourage immediafle fait que la dis¬ 
tance entre le temoin et l’objet est supbrieure a celle de l’entite a l’objet. 
Dans le cas contraire le cas relevera d.u type Q. 

D. "L*entite est observee independamment d’un 0V!\II : mais il y a une activite OVNI 

dans cette zone a ce moment-la, habituellement rapportee par des sources inde- 
pendantes. L’association est circonstadcielle”« 

Hgn seulement doit-on entrer dans cette categoric up laps de temps defini mais 
aussi une zone d*association relativement btroito, Nous proposons comme laps de 
tempss 24 heures avant et/ou apres 1 1 observation de 1*entite (soit deux lours 
au total)„ 

Pendant oet intervalle, il devra y avoir une activite OVNI.plus precise que de 
simples lumisres dans le ciel (necessity d’ob jet's relativement structures). 

Quand a la zone d* association entite/oVNI, nous proposons un rayon de 25 kilome¬ 
tres autour du lieu d 1 observation (soit un cercle de 50 kilometres de diometre). 

E. L’entite est ohservbe independamment d’un objet et-il n’y a pas de rapport d’une 
activite OVNI dans cette zone a ce moment—la. L 1 association est negative", 

Il s’agit la en fait d’une categorie "fourre-teuf’dans:laquelie devront etre 

entrees s . > 

" l es observations d’etres humanoides "classiques” (presentant les caracteris- 
tiquos communement admises de " 1 ’extra-terrestre "5 scaphandrs r par exemple)? 

- les observations dites marioles cu de "saints" (sauf quand un message de 1 ' 

entite en question affirmera le caraotere re.ligieux de 1 * apparition et ce d’ 
une mahiere explicite)| - b : "' .• ; '' 

- les observations de "fantomes" et autres apparitions : excepte' celles qui auront 
pu etre identifiees de maniere satisfaisante soit historiquement soit formel- 
lement (par example. membre decede d’une fami'll□ donnee et reconnu tel par un 
membre vivant de la dite familie, etc,..) 

- parmi les observations d’etres vivants no seront pas rentrees, les observations 











... de Siqfoot (sauf lorsque ces observations relevent des types A, 8, C) am- 
si que toutes les observations d'etres ou d'animaux semblant relever d une 
koologie encore inconnue mais a priori bien terrestre (les cnteres seront 

ici encore,pour Is moment, subjectifs)• 

' -inclure eoalement les observations de "fees" sauf lorsqu'rl y a message 
precisant la specificite de la "fee 1 ' observee). 

r » wi entitb, ni 0WNI.(ou dans certains cas seulement un OVNJ) ne sont vus mais le 
percipient experimente uno sorte de communication intelligento, soit directement, 

. Stte P ca^ori?'doit etre restreinto afin de n*y rentrer queries cas dans lesquels 
un OA/NI est explicitement associd a, la communication. Nous rafusons en partrculior 
tous les cas de communication "spirits" (par quelque methode que cc sorts table, 
cui-ja, dcriture automotique, possession, etc,..) . « 

G. "Le percipient-a une experience a bord de i'objet, soit volontairement> sort mvo- 
lontairement. Les entites peuvent Stre ou. ne pas etre physiquement presentes, 

mais leur intervention est : au moins explicate". ^ 

Cette categories doit fctre restreinte aux cos involontairos (les cas. ds contacts 
relevent de l r une ou l'aatre categoric precedences ou plusieurs d’entres e„lus;. 

II nous semble. en effet, que le caractere majeur de 1 1 1 enlevement reside dans le 
fait que le temoin subit au contraire du contact© qui souvsnt provoque le p eno- 

mene. 


Les definitions des types donndees par Ted Bloecher figurent entre guillemets. Les 
additifs sont de Oean-Luc Rivera et Alain Gamard at, la version n'ose peut etre pas 
definitive. La definition du type G ne satisfait pas pleinement. 

* Alain Gamard - 9, rue Thiers. F-70110 Le Vesinet. France 

Ref. originales Manuel de codification DATA QUNI/HUMCAT EUROPE 

. • 3. Bonabot, A. Gamard et 3-L. Rivera (en preparation) 

.GIE~EWT ref. Gamard et Rivera I960. 


PROPOSITION D f UNE S T/lNDARPISATION RES RONNEES _ 


Les echanges de documents, la correspondance entre les mombres actuals du GTE-EUT 
montrent, semble-t-il que le probleme numero un est bien celui d*adopter, ensemble, 
,et apres consultation reciproque, un certain nombre de definitions, de normos ainsi 
que de codes'qui pourront faciliter notre travail en commun. Cette standardisation 
ne pourra qu’etre bendfique pour le GTE-EUT et, peut-etre, que ^ensemble de la re¬ 
cherche "ufologique" en Europe et outre-atlantique soront , eux aussi, satisfaits 
dtutiliser une telle standardisation. 

Phenomena de type;1 - Rencontre rapprochee 

II apparait qua le phenomene de type 1 est de par definition 1*ensemble de notifica¬ 
tions d'CVNI "rapportant 1* apparition - ou I’objet - au* §-sl ou pres du sol et ce par 
respact a la classification du Dr Dacques Uallee (l). 

D*autre part, comme le soulignent a la fois Maurizio i/erga et Denny Randles, les 
definitions concernant les rencontres ropprochees semblent insuffisontes. Le Doc- 
teur Hynek r.econnait lui-meme que les definitions sont gbneralisees, II y a done 
tout ©vantage a ce que nous precisions les RR1, RR2 et RR3 0 Les RR4, comme le men- 
tionne Denny Randle seront en rapport avec les cas de contact* 

Peut-etre est-il interessant de mentionner ici - dans le language original utilise 
par Dacques Uallee - la definition donnee au phenomene de type I (2) 
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tJ I have therefore given the denotation "Type I Sighting" to such manifestations of 
the phenomenon as consist of the observation, by the witnesses, of an unusual ima¬ 
ge, namely a device which is spherical or discoid in' shape, or possibly- even more 
complex than this, such device being 5 on the ground or close to the ground. This 
image may or may not be associated with physical effects of a thermic, or luminous, 
or purely material (i.e. traces) kind." ; .. j ; > : 


Hynek donne la definition gendrale pour la rencontre rapprochees - 

"Objets vus d’assez p.r^s (generalernent a moins de 150 metres) pour quo l’on puisse 
' les observer coirime des masses et relever le maximum de details." ■' 


Cette definition est reprise pour la rencontre rapprochee. du ler type avec pour ad- 
ditifs- . ; ■ " ' . ' : ' V 

"Aux dires des temoins il n’y a pas eu d’effets physiques mestirabies sur la matiere 
■vivante ou-inerte, a 1*exception du choc emotion'nel que subit I’un ou plusieurs de 
cos "temoins". ’’ L 


Pour la rencontre rapprochee du 2d type Hynek ajaute a,la definition generales’ 
"faisant etat d'un objet, generalernent un 'engin 1 laissant une-trace visible de son 
passage. Le souvenir en demeure sous une forme materielle quelcanque. II y a inci¬ 
dence physique sur la matiere vivante ou inerte." 


Et pour la rencontre rapprochee du troisieme types . . 

La notification mentionne "la presence de creatures douees de mouvements". 


Ainsi comme le suggere Denny Randles, il faudra souvent preciser des caracteristi- 
ques secendaires aux rencontres rapprochees (RR)• . 

Il n'empeche done que le PHENOMENE DE TYPE 1 et la RENCONTRE RAPPROCHEE sont definis 
par une generalisation 


Presentation d ! une stand 

ardisation des 

donates de base 

(RR) et s 

Phenomenes de type 1 classe A 

1 A 


classe B 

IB 


classe C 

1C 


classe D 

ID 

(3) 

Rencontre Rapprochee du 

ler type 

R1 


du 

2 nd type 

R2. 


du 

3me type 

R3 

(4) 

Phenomene de type 1 sans 

precision ... 

T1 ~ ; 

(2) 

Rencontre Rapprochee sans precision 

Rr 

.. (3) 

Hanifestation d'entite - 

classe A 

A 


Manifestation (J 1 entity - 

classe B 

s . : :• 


Manifestation d T entity - 

classe C 

C ; : - 


Manifestation d’entife - 

classe D 

D - . 


Manifestation d 1 entity - 

classe E 

E 


Manifestation d'entite - 

classe F 

F 


Manifestation djentite - 

classe G 

G 

(5) 


Incidences physiques 


reaction animals 
brulure corporelle 
choc emotionnel 
deces 


interference electrique ou electromagnetique E 
force (deplacement, traction, souffle, torsion..) F 
effet gravifiquG (aliegement, alourdissement) . G 
ionisation I 
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larmoyement 

interference menanique 
effet optique 
paralysie 

rougeur sur I'epiderme 

son 

trace 

effet aquatique (evaporation, ebullition-*) 


Caracteristiques d'etrangete et indices d'etrangete 


comportement et effets sur un animal A$1 a 
comportement d'entitd Cyh a 
effet ^lectromagnetique E^I a 
force exercee, ressentie F$1 a 
interferences sur instruments, appareils 1^1 a 
variation de la temperature ambiante Kj/fl a 
effets lumineux particuliers L^l a 
interference avec le milieu MJ2h a 
dldments descriptifs du phdnomene observe 0$1 a 
detection de radiations R01 a 
traces Tftfl a 


comportement du temoin et effets sur tdmoin W$1 a 


A99 

C99 

E99 

F99 

19.9 

K99 

L99 

M99 

099 

R99 

T99 

W99 


L 

FI 

0 

P 

R 

S 

T 

111 


( 6 ) 


(?) 


f\!ous croyons que ces ensembles d'elements standards ainsi qua leur code apparaissent 
suffisamment dans les notifications d'OVNI, dans les dossiers d'enquete pour qu’ils 
soient acceptds par le G.-T.E. afin d'etre utilise dans les documents,, 
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